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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: There appears to 
be a grammatical error on line 1, —comprises interface login protocol---. The Office 
suggests that Applicant change the phrase to read ---comprises an interface login 
protocol™. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 16 is objected to because of the following informalities: There appears to 
be a grammatical error on line 1 , — internet service provide — . The Office suggests that 
Applicant change the phrase to read — Internet service provider—. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

4. With regard to claims 1-25, the term —the internet— appears in several locations 
throughout the claims, but appears to be used to mean —the Internet—, referring 
specifically to the well-known Internet. It appears in the following locations: Claim 1 , 
Lines 1 and 2; Claim 3, Lines 1 and 2; Claim 1 1 , Lines 2 and 3; Claim 19, Line 2; and 
Claim 25, Lines 1 and 2. It is unclear whether Applicant intends to refer to the Internet or 
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a generic internet. The Office suggests that Applicant change all instances of internet to 
Internet. 

5. Claim 3 recites the limitation "logging in to" in line 1 . There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The Office suggests that Applicant 
change the phrase to read "logging on to". 

6. With regard to claim 16, the term —internet— is used on lines 1 ,2, and 3, but 
appears to be used to mean — Internet—. It is unclear whether Applicant intends to refer 
to the Internet or a generic internet. The Office suggests that Applicant change all 
instances of internet to Internet. 

7. All claims not individually referred to are rejected due to their dependency from 
the above claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 1-3,6-9,11,12,14,1*5,20-23, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Mohan et al. (US 2003/0005033). 

10. With regard to claim 1 , Mohan et al. disclose a method of remotely managing 
navigation data on the Internet, comprising: logging on to the Internet (Page 2, Par 38, 
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Lines 6-1 1); accessing a remote nav server (access the MM server)(Page 2, Par 38, 
Lines 1-3); and redirecting navigation data to the remote nav server (bookmarks an 
cookies are maintained on the MM) (Page 3, Par 49 and Page 4, Par 68). 

1 1 . With regard to claim 2, Mohan et al. disclose selecting whether navigation data is 
to be managed remotely (Navigation data (cookies) may be managed by the client 
directly or alternatively by the IIM)(Page 4, Par 62, Lines 8-13). 

12. With regard to claim 3, Mohan et al. further disclose that logging in to the Internet 
comprises: starting an Internet web browser (access the web site) (Page 2, Par 38, 
Lines 1-3); and starting a nav module (client component) coupled to the web browser 
(Page 2, Par 38, Lines 3-6). 

13.. With regard to claim 6, Mohan et al. further disclose that the nav server provides 
remote protocol for the navigation data to be redirected to the nav server (Cookie 
Manager handles all cookies being transferred)(Page 3, Par 44, Lines 11-15). 
14. With regard to claim 7, Mohan et al. does not specifically disclose that the remote 
protocol includes the address and formatting for the navigation data to be redirected to 
the nav server. However, the address and formatting for the navigation is required in 
order to send the data to the nav server. The address is needed to identify the location 
of the nav server, and the formatting is needed for the nav server to be able to interpret 
the data received and properly store it. Therefore, these items are inherent in the 
remote protocol, despite the lack of a specific reference to them. 
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1 5. With regard to claim 8, Mohan et al. further disclose that accessing a remote 
server comprises logging on to the remote server as a specific user (each client has its 
own client component) (Page 2, Par 41). 

16. With regard to claim 9, Mohan et al. further disclose that the navigation data is 
separately stored at the nav server for each user (each user's cookies are stored at the 
IIM)(Page4, Par 68, Lines 7-13). 

1 7. With regard to claim 1 1 , Mohan et al. disclose a system for remotely managing 
navigation data, comprising: a computer (client) having access to the Internet via a web 
browser (Page 2, Par 38, Lines 1-3); a remote nav server (MM server component) 
accessible via the Internet (Page 2, Par 38, Lines 1-3); and a nav module (client 
component) coupled to the web browser selectively redirecting navigation data to the 
remote nav server (bookmarks an cookies are maintained on the MM) (Page 3, Par 49 
and Page 4, Par 68). 

18. With regard to claim 12, Mohan et al. further disclose that the nav server includes 
remote memory to store the navigation data (MM stores cookies) (Page 4, Par 68, Lines 
8-10). 

19. With regard to claim 14, Mohan et al. further disclose that the nav server 
comprises an interface login protocol which requires each user to login (Page 2, Par 42, 
Lines 10-13). 

20. With regard to claim 1 5, Mohan et al. further disclose that the nav server 
separately stores the navigation data for each user (each user's cookies are stored at 
the IIM)(Page 4, Par 68, Lines 7-1 3). 
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21 . With regard to claim 20, Mohan et al. further disclose that the nav module 
retrieves the remote protocol for redirecting the navigation data (Cookie Manager) from 
the nav server (Client component is loaded upon connection to nav server) (Page 3, Par 
44). Since the client component does not exist prior to initiating a connection to the nav 
server, the protocol must be retrieved from the server after the client component is 
created. 

22. With regard to claim 21 , Mohan et al. further disclose that the nav module 
intercepts attempts to read or write navigation data and redirects those attempts to the 
remote nav server (Attempts to read cookies from the browser are redirected to the IIM 
cookie database)(Page 5, Par 72, Lines 4-6). 

23. With regard to claim 22, while Mohan et al. fail to specifically disclose that the 
nav module overlays that portion of the web browser responsible for attempts to read or 
write navigation data, it is an inherent feature of the system. Since cookies are 
maintained by the IIM (Page 4, Par 62), the nav module must overlay the portion of the 
web browser responsible for attempts to read or write. When navigation data is 
transmitted, the nav module must intercept it and stores in the nav server so that the IIM 
can maintain the cookies. If navigation data is to be read by the browser, the request 
must be redirected to the nav server, since that is where the navigation data is 
maintained. Therefore, it is inherent that the nav module overlay the portion of the web 
browser which is responsible for reading and writing navigation data. 

24. With regard to claim 23, while Mohan et al. do not specifically disclose that the 
nav module passes to the web browser a remote protocol for redirecting the navigation 
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data to the nav server, it is inherent. The web browser must receive the protocol in order 
to redirect the navigation data to the correct location. The navigation data cannot be 
properly arranged or addressed without the browser having knowledge of the protocol 
being used. Therefore, passing the remote protocol to the web browser is inherent in 
the system disclosed by Mohan et al., despite the lack of a specific reference to it. 

25. With regard to claim 25, Mohan et al. disclose a method for managing navigation 
data on the Internet, comprising: logging on to the Internet (access the web site)(Page 
2, Par 38, Lines 1-3); accessing a remote nav server (Page 2, Par 38, Lines 1-3); and 
downloading navigation data from the remote nav server (get bookmarks)(Page 8, Par 
131-132). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

26. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

27. Claims 4,10,13,17,18, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mohan et al. (US 2003/0005033). 

28. With regard to claims 4,17, and 18, while the system disclosed by Mohan et al. 
shows substantial features of the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to 
disclose that the nav module in conjunction with the web browser prompts the user to 
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select whether navigation data is to be managed remotely, either at logon or whenever 
navigation data is to be accessed. 

Mohan et al. disclose that navigation data (cookies) may be managed by the 
client directly or alternatively by the IIM)(Page 4, Par 62, Lines 8-13), but do not 
disclose prompting the user to make a choice between the two management methods. 
However, it would be advantageous to give the user a choice as to whether to manage 
the data remotely. Since the remote management data must be stored at the MM, it 
would be advantageous to bypass remote management of navigation data on the user's 
primary computer system. This would allow the space on the MM to be reserved for 
when the user is accessing the MM from other locations, while still allowing access to 
the other features of the MM such as account information storage. Prompting whenever 
navigation data is to be accessed gives the user the opportunity to decide if individual 
pieces of navigation such as cookies or bookmarks should be managed remotely or 
locally. This would be particularly advantageous for bookmarks since the user could 
maintain a set of bookmarks for each local system as well as a set of remote bookmarks 
which are available whenever the user logs on to the IIM. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to prompt the user to determine whether to manage 
navigation data remotely. This would allow the user to bypass remote management 
from their primary computer in order to save space on the IIM, without losing access to 
the other features of the IIM such as account information storage. Prompting whenever 
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navigation data is to be accessed would allow the user to choose whether individual 
data such as bookmarks should be managed remotely. 

29. With regard to claims 10 and 13, while the system disclosed by Mohan et al. 
shows substantial features of the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to 
disclose that the navigation data is securely stored at the nav server. 

Mohan et al. do disclose that the navigation data is stored at the nav server. 
Securely storing data is well-known in the art and is particularly advantageous when 
dealing with the storage of personal information. The navigation data stored at the nav 
server includes cookies, which could be used to determine personal information about 
the user including browsing habits, location information, and potentially identifying 
information. Securely storing this data would be desirable in order to protect the privacy 
of the system users. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to securely store the data at the nav server in order to 
protect the privacy of the system users. 

30. With regard to claim 24, while the system disclosed by Mohan et al. shows 
substantial features of the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose that 
the nav module is incorporated within the web browser. 

The nav module (client component) disclosed by Mohan et al. is created each 
time that the client connects to the IIM (Page 2, Par 38, Lines 3-4). Mohan et al. 
disclose that the nav module is resident on the client system while the client is 
connected to the IIM and may be removed when the client disconnects from the IIM 
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(Page 3, Par, 44, Lines 7-1 1 ). However, if the client makes frequent connections to the 
MM, this would result in a lot of processing time being wasted creating and removing the 
nav module for each connection. It would be advantageous to incorporate the nav 
module into the web browser so that it does not need to be loaded each time the client 
connects to the MM. This would make it faster for the user to access their information 
stored on the IIM, improving the overall user experience. It would also reduce traffic on 
the network since the nav module would no longer need to be sent to the client each 
time a connection to the IIM is made. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the nav module into the web browser so it 
would not have to be loaded and unloaded for each user session. This would make it 
faster for the users to access the IIM, as well as reduce traffic on the network due to 
transmitting the nav module to the client each time it connects. 

31 . Claims 5 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mohan et al. (US 2003/0005033) in view of G-Lock Software. 

32. With regard to claims 5 and 19, while the system disclosed by Mohan et al. 
shows substantial features of the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to 
disclose that the nav module in conjunction with the web browser directs the user to the 
nav server to log in. 

Mohan et al. disclose that there may be a plurality of IIM which 
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the user can connect to. An example is given of a connecting to their "home" IIM and 
being redirected to a local IIM in order to optimize the connection (Page 2-3, Par 42). 
However, Mohan et al. remain silent on the method used to redirect the user. 

G-Lock Software discloses a program, Proxy Analyzer, which checks a plurality 
of proxy servers to determine which is the fastest. Since the speed of connection is 
important to most users, this is a very useful feature. It would be advantageous to have 
the nav module in conjunction with the web browser check the speed of the plurality of 
IIM in order to determine which one would be the fastest for the present user. It would 
be a further advantage to have the nav module in conjunction with the web browser 
automatically direct the user to the fastest IIM to log in. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have the nav module in conjunction with the web 
browser determine the location of the fastest IIM for the user's present location and 
direct the user to the appropriate server to log in. This would provide the optimal 
connection to each user when the connection is initiated. 

33. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mohan 
et al. (US 2003/0005033) in view of Gabber et al. (US 5,961 ,593). 

34. With regard to claim 16, while the system disclosed by Mohan et al. shows 
substantial features of the claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to disclose an 
Internet service provider which in conjunction with the web browser provides Internet 
access, wherein the nav server is incorporated within the Internet service provider. 
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Gabber discloses a similar system for providing anonymous access to the 
Internet through a proxy server, allowing users to prevent identifying information from 
being forwarded to destination servers. Gabber et al. teach that it would be 
advantageous for an Internet service provider to implement a proxy system to allow 
their customers' personal information to be protected. Since the system disclosed by 
Mohan et al. also handles personal information about the users, it would be equally 
advantageous for an ISP to utilize an MM to act as an intermediary between the users 
and the destination servers in order to help protect the privacy of the users. Another 
advantage would be for travelers that use a large, national ISP. Since they may use 
different computers nearly every day, it would be helpful to have access to their saved 
navigation data and be able to prevent local storage of the data to enhance privacy. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the nav server within an ISP since it would 
allow the customers of the ISP to protect their personal information as well as access 
their saved navigation data from any computer which connects to that ISP. 

35. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aaron Strange whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8878. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glen Burgess can be reached on 703-305-4792. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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